Details matter for lab kit contaminants
We wish to clarify some points related to our reporting of facultative pathogenic bacteria in a commercially available geneticengineering kit last year (see Nature 552, 291; 2017) .
Enterococcus spp., Klebsiella pneumoniae and Enterobacter spp. are among the ten microbes most frequently associated with infections in the acute-care wards of European hospitals. For users of the contaminated kits, the risk of infection through broken skin or mucosal contact was considered 'low' by the European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control (ECDC) -not 'very low' , as you wrote. These bacteria were multidrug-resistant and so needed special measures for safe handling.
Regarding your implication that the Bavarian authorities withheld data on the kits, we informed all key people involved, as well as relevant institutions such as the World Health Organization and the ECDC,
Boost children's digital intelligence
A survey last year by my organization of 38,000 children across 29 countries (see go.nature.com/2fgrnnp), revealed that more than 50% of 8-12-year-olds were exposed to at least one cyber-related threat such as technology addiction, cyber-bullying or identity theft (see also C. Odgers Nature 554, 432-434; 2018 200-203; 2018) .
We disagree with your contention that it is "undesirable" to study risk factors for populations with a high likelihood about the methods and outcome of our analyses. However, the official results were not made publicly available.
We stress that the regulatory status of biological agents in Germany is unambiguous. In this case, the bacteria were classified as pathogens under the German Protection Against Infection Act and so their import, export, storage and handling needed official permission. 275-276; 2018) , to be a flawed oversimplification.
One criticism is that the field suffers from a potential sampling bias because research focuses only on regions of violent conflict to draw conclusions about the social and political effects of climate change. In fact, researchers use such cases to identify the variety of factors that produced these conflicts, just as epidemiologists study disease outbreaks to understand the factors that produce epidemics.
Researchers are also accused of ignoring instances of cooperation in favour of conflict. That is not why studying cooperation is important. Comparing triggers of cooperation and conflict helps to understand human responses to environmental stresses.
We agree that research results should not be overgeneralized or inappropriately used to justify causality between climate and conflict. Both practices are rare in our experience, contrary to your implication. Most researchers take pains to describe climate and weather merely as 'contributing factors' to some conflicts (see, for example, C. P. Kelley et al. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 112, 3241-3246; 2015 
